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Re: Tie is berg evaluation, of CBS 

k non-seeuitur: a "package” is not a "rifle" 



(.Dick Bernebei) 



E) fired previously ... Do. hoover says that they had been loaded (i.e., chambered) 
previously. 



1 think that the markings that you refer to are on C3 543, not on 
loaded shell). See tesyimony of Joseph Kieol ( 3 H. ). 



141 (ti 



he 



D) True, but bound to be regarded as nit-picking. This is true of most shells 
that are found at the scene of a shooting. If_the chain of evidence is secure, 
it is fair to assume that shells found at the scene were fired st the time ’ 
of tne crime, it is good to attack this point, but not in this wav. 

E) I know of no evidence that the bullet was "wived off”. The only info on this 
comes from Frazier who^ says only that the bullet was "clean" (not "cleaned") 
when he received It. Nothing in the record indicated that the bullet ever 
was tainted by any human residue. Frazier say "material” cr something like 
that, but there is no indication of cleaning anywhere. 

F) Stress immateriality. "Could have" has no bearing on "did”, does not mean ' 
"did”. 

G) I agree with Hoch; too strong, perhaps: "FBI and BcH calculated that the 
camera did net run slower then...." 



ii) A CBS defender (s producer, i think) says (in True mag.) that 



;be 



' r & a ./pr*c ■ 



ange figure against dark (blue?) background. Thai is /./ a perfect 






set-up for scope. Remind me to send you the re f e 

I) No. The change -was in the camera, not in Za cruder. The some fuzziness 
occures about SO times in the course of the film. As the film skips in 
front of the lens, its distance from the lens varies. 5?±s This is what 
causes variation in claritv. 



your own analysis by these remarks — rightly, x think;: for the 
bases on blurs as an emotion:! response is untenable. 

Re rioch’s p4: The "obvious comparison is between Kix/Muchaore and Zsp- 

fsil to see what bearing Teigman has on this. 



T) 


’•Tony more 


K) 


You destr 




argument 


L) 


Ke hoch's 




ruder. I 


¥•) - 


The, Dills 
.after the 




fled' with 


N) 


I would r 
"■'the only 
something 



The .Dillard was taken after the last shot. Snregue told me it wes 5 seconds 



wound in front” or 
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0) Say "went backward after £313. 

F) Land also discusses the backward movement. 



Q) I have seer, debris fly bechwaxd in the shooting of some objects (glass 
bottles, light bulbs, tons tees, apples, etc). But in these esses the 
debris. went in all directions. I doubt strongly that s head would do 
this under conditions that the 7.C alleges 1 - cr 'under any conditions. - 



B) "virtually"? To my knowledge ell either sold- an entry', wouind or tha t 
it looked like entry. You weaken with "virtually". 

S) The Clark panel saw a side photo that shows the upper half of the 
front wound. They describe it as small and round. 



T) In addition to those mentioned in Eocn's note, i believe tnet Sa landru 
summarizes the FBI Escort at the end of one of his early articles. 



U) Both Humes and Ee Herman saw an X-ray of the head soon after (or during?) 

the autopsy. 

V) I believe Finck was the only one with forensic experience . Humes had 

minimal training and no experience. 

’;■) t rion.' t see how vou can ssy "no evi. dene" withou explanation. The evidence 
may be false, defective, inconclusive , etc., but surely t-aere is evidence . 

X) I think they had only one rifle ( they complained about how much it cost them) , 

Y) The article in True discusses "accuracy". It was abominable. 

2) "introduce" Yhaley? The ley was dead at the time of CBS show. 



Aii) I can’t remember the reference, but am oretty sure cast Brennan did not 
report his info until about 20 min. after the shooting. 

BB) Ferris was arrested after the assassination (Sunday, I think — maybe Monday) 

CO) Check this with an authority; I think it Is false. 

DD) This is what would immede Its acceptance as evidence, not the fact that 
it was mocks ted. 



Bernsbei 




